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November 30, 2020 
 
By ECF 
 
Hon. Judge Valerie E. Caproni 
Thurgood Marshall United States Courthouse 
40 Foley Square 
New York, NY 10007 
 
 Re:  NATAS v. Multimedia, 20-CV-7269 (Caproni, J.) 
 
Dear Judge Caproni: 
 
I represent the Defendant in the above-referenced matter. 
 
This letter responds to the Memo Endorsement Docket #29, which directed the undersigned to 
file a letter indicating: (i) whether there are any objections other than the ones disclosed in 
Plaintiffs' letter and (ii) explaining the request to limit the requirement for electronic productions 
to the scenario in which “the combined size of Defendant's and Counterclaim Plaintiff Jason 
Goodman's total productions of e-mails ever exceeds 5 gigabytes of data.” 
 

Background 
 
Plaintiffs NATAS and ATAS (the “Television Academies”) filed this Federal lawsuit against 
Multimedia System Design Inc. (“Multimedia”), a company owned by YouTube personality 
Jason Goodman.  Mr. Goodman produces an online broadcast entitled Crowdsource The Truth, 
which he publishes on YouTube and other online platforms. 
 
Mr. Goodman’s broadcasts feature a wide variety of opinions and perspectives, including some 
that run counter to the establishment narrative.  As a result, Mr. Goodman has been subjected to 
a barrage of nuisance litigation, which Mr. Goodman believes is an effort to harass him into 
silence.  Mr. Goodman regards the instant lawsuit, in which the Television Academies plead no 
money damages, is a continuation of this effort. 
 
The fundamental question presented here is whether Mr. Goodman will be afforded his full 
discovery rights available in Federal litigation, or whether the Court will impose limitations 
beyond those contained in the Federal Rules and Local Rules, as the Television Academies 
request. 
 
The Television Academies pled their Seventh Cause of Action for Libel in exceptionally broad 
terms.  We quote below the allegedly defamatory statements as articulated in ¶ 76 of Plaintiffs’ 
complaint: 
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• The Television Academies’ DMCA Takedown Notice was malicious rather than intended 
to protect its copyright in the EMMY Statuette Design. 
 

• Mr. Sharp1 is involved in a CIA propaganda operation and is “a foot soldier in the 
modern incarnation of #OperationMockingbird,” an alleged conspiracy by the CIA to 
control people’s minds using torture and psychoactive drugs and related murder 
allegations. 
 

• Mr. Sharp is abusing his position as President of NATAS by carrying out Democratic 
Party objectives as a “partisan political operative.” 
 

• Mr. Sharp became the President of NATAS as a result of nepotism through his father’s 
involvement with a CIA propaganda operation. 

 
In pleading these fact-intensive claims, the Television Academies have opened the door to 
extensive discovery. Mr. Goodman intends to fully investigate the above and will use all the 
tools of discovery to establish the substantial truth of each of the above assertions.  This will be a 
discovery-intensive case because of the way the Television Academies chose to plead their 
claims. 
 

Disputed Issues 
 
The issues raised by the Television Academies seek to limit, in advance, Mr. Goodman’s 
discovery rights under the Federal Rules and Local Rules: 
 

1. Limits on Interrogatories / Document Demands / Depositions:  The Television 
Academies want to impose additional limits on the number of document demands, 
interrogatories, and depositions – beyond what is in the Federal Rules and Local Rules.  
Mr. Goodman does not agree to additional restrictions.  The scope of discovery should be 
dictated by the disputes identified in the pleadings, not arbitrary restrictions demanded by 
the Television Academies.  It is noted that Mr. Goodman has already served his first 
interrogatories and document demands.  If the Television Academies have objections, 
they can make them in due course. 
 

2. Limits on Subpoenas:  Plaintiffs have recently indicated their intent to ask the Court for 
an order stating that Mr. Goodman’s lawyers cannot serve third-party subpoenas without 
leave of the Court.  Mr. Goodman obviously does not agree to this restriction, for which 
there is no legal basis. 
 

3. Limits on Method of Conducting Review:  Mr. Goodman has limited resources.  In the 
event this litigation involves very large amounts of electronic discovery, Mr. Goodman 
may solicit volunteers to assist with the review of non-confidential evidence.  The 
Television Academies want an order prohibiting this. Mr. Goodman believes this issue is 
premature, as we don’t yet know whether such an approach will be necessary. 

 
1  Mr. Sharp refers to Television Academies’ CEO Adam Sharp. 
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Separately, I address a fourth issue – conceptually different – pertaining to the “5 GB” issue 
referenced in the Memo Endorsement.  On this point, we doubt there is a bona fide dispute.  
Because Mr. Goodman is an individual, he has relatively little data to produce.  It makes no 
sense to incur the cost of hiring an eDiscovery consultant to produce a very small number of 
emails and documents.  Therefore, we agreed:  so long as Mr. Goodman’s production is less than 
5 GB, we would use a “simplified” approach to document production, whereby Mr. Goodman 
will produce Bates numbered printouts, together with the actual native file.  As a rule of thumb, 5 
GB of emails usually amounts to about 50,000 emails.  I believe both sides agreed with this 
concept. 
 
The disagreement appears to have arisen when I pointed out – if the Television Academies start 
requesting audio/video data, that will exceed 5 GB very quickly.  Therefore, audio/video data 
should be treated separately as a matter of common sense.  Having not seen the Television 
Academies’ discovery demands, this may or may not be a real issue. 
 
Lastly, I will note that the undersigned is well-versed in electronic discovery and data science.  
Three years ago I left full-time law practice to become Founder & Chairman of an Artificial 
Intelligence firm that has invented and productized a new form of Machine Learning.  On a 
personal level, I have devoted enormous professional effort to developing ways to reduce the 
cost and burden of eDiscovery. This includes co-authoring a white paper with retired Third 
Circuit judge on a procedural and technological approach to cases involving audio/video data.2 
 
The Television Academies appear primarily focused on conveying an aggressive litigation 
posture.  When that changes, I am ready, willing and able to cooperate in making the discovery 
process as easy and inexpensive as possible. 
 
We thank Your Honor for your attention to the above. 
 
Respectfully Yours, 
 
 
 
John H. Snyder 
 
cc: Counsel of Record 

 
2  https://www.agnesintel.com/for-judges 
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